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“GLAGOLITIC PE”
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PE
- SOME 
FACTS
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PE
- SOME 
FACTS

no texts
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“GLAGOLITIC PE”

OTHER FACTS?
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Paris ABECEDARIum

mistakes,
mistakes
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Paris ABECEDARIum

mistakes
corrected
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Paris ABECEDARIum

a name, but no 
shape
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum

new 
edition
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum

mistakes,
mistakes
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum
Glagolitic Part
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum
Glagolitic Part

ћ Prague Fragments
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum
Cyrillic Part

“SECOND P”
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MUNICH ABECEDARIum

2 mysterious 
shapes, no name
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ABECEDARIA SINAITICA
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ABECEDARIA SINAITICA

Sinai G
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Sinai G

“PE GLAGOLITIC”
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Sinai G • 
Strokes

“PE GLAGOLITIC”
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PE 
GLAGOLITIC

Sinai G • 
Strokes
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FACTS So FAR
A Name („PE“, Paris ABC + ...)
TWO (OR THREE?) GLYPHS
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Sinai PE

Minor RESULT

RE-Design 
of UC Char
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General Problem

Whichever Glyph is CHOSEN 
FOR Unicode Pe Glagolitic,
it will represent either 

none of the actual Glyphs 
or at most only itself

23



How to Derive a 
Canonical Shape?

Principal Problem

Glyphic Variation
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Common TRAITS
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Common TRAITS
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Common TRAITS

27



Common TRAITS
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Reconstruction
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Reconstruction

>
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Reconstruction

> >
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Reconstruction

+ + =
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More Evidence
Černorizec Xrabr, O pism.
And he made them 30 letters and 8, 
some, indeed, according to the system of 
the Greek letters, others, however, 
according to the Slavic speech... (Veder)
... R S T U F Ѡ, and Ps Ks Th
п р с т у ф х ѿ и пѣ хлъ тъ
р с т у ф х ѱ ѡ
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More Evidence
Černorizec Xrabr, O pism.
• Pe character “modeled after Greek”
• at the end of the list, in group of 
alternate sounds  / variants / affricates
• 2 candidates only: psi [ps] and phi [ph]
пѣ хлъ тъ
ψ ξ θ or ψ χ θ
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More Evidence
Acrostics, line 26

ѱ

“ evidence for     in this place is 
undoubtedly more convincing than 
that for any other letter” (Veder)
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HISTORY OF A LETTER

Phase ONE: ORIGINAL 
GLAGOLICA (KYRILL)

Ψ [ps] >     [ps] 
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HISTORY OF A LETTER

Phase TWO: Kirilica Created, 
Glag. LETTER RE-INTERPRETED 

b)       [ps] >[št] 
a) Ψ Gr > Cyr Ѱ
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HISTORY OF A LETTER

Effect: ORIG. LETTER SPLIT UP 
INTO TwO

[pe] 
[št] [ps] 
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Unicode Glagolitic

FAITHFUL Shape, 
later Sound-

Value [šT]

DISTORteD 
SHAPE, ORIg. 
SOUND VALUE 

[ps, P]
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Unicode Glagolitic

SAME LETTER 
TWICE: ONCE 

DISTORTED, ONCE 
FAITHFULLY 
RENDERED
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Unicode Glagolitic

From different 
stages of the 
history of the 

Glagolitic 
alphabet
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ENCODES characters, 
NOT SOUNDS!

UNICODE
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certain Problem

UNICODE
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RESULTs

• Progress still being made
• basis for inclusion into UC 
differs from other letters
• Slight modif. necesssary
• General Problem remains
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Thankъ You!
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This presentation was given as part of a panel during the XIV International 
Congress of Slavists, Ohrid 2008. The following paper was the printed outcome 
of this presentation:

Sebastian Kempgen: Unicode 2C1A – Glagolitic “Pe”: Fact or Fiction?  
In: Scripta & e-Scripta vol. 6, Sofia 2008, 65–82.

The paper is available online.
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